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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. The claims have been amended to include the 
term "accommodation room", the specification as originally filed does not have support 
for the term "accommodation room". Further, the applicant claims the "accommodation 
room being non-transportable", the specification as originally filed does not provide 
support for a "non-transportable" accommodation room. The specification indicates that 
the unit is installed in hotels, wellness centers or fitness centers the examiner's position 
is that if the device was "non-transportable" it could not be transported to these 
locations to be installed. The claim was also amended to include a "continuous and 
steady period of time" which is not set forth in the specification as originally filed. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 - lines 13-15 set forth the accommodation room being "non- 
transportable and to be installed in a house... or the like", it is unclear to the examiner 
what structural limitations render the "accommodation room" non-transportable. 
Further, it is unclear how the device is both "non-transportable" and installed in a house 
or the like. How is the accommodation room transported to the location which it is to be 
installed? 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by 
Hoodetal (5.975.081). 

Claim 1 - the device as a whole is an accommodation room, element -26- is a 
chamber forming device (living unit), element -46- is a control device, elements -74- are 
biosensors and the system Is directly controlled based on the sensed parameters, 
column 18 lines 40-44 and claim 1 are examples. It is the examiner's position that 
"room" is a broad term as defined by Webster's Ninth New Collegiate Dictionary - an 
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extent of space occupied by or sufflcient or available for something. Hood teaches a 
device that has sufficient space to live in at least temporarily. The applicant has not set 
forth any specific definition in the specification at the time the application was filed to 
define the "room" differently from the common definition. In this case the system -1 0- is 
considered a "room" having a living unit -26-. The claim has been amended to include 
the accommodation room being "non-transportable and to be installed in a house... or 
the like" however, the structural limitations required to render the device "non- 
transportable" have not been set forth. The device of Hood et al is clearly installed in 
the vehicle in which it is to be transported using standard NATO stretcher mounts. 
Further, after the device is installed it is "non-transportable" with respect to the vehicle in 
which it is installed. The examiner is taking the vehicles set forth in Hood et al to be 
included in the "or the like" set forth in the claim. The examiner would also like to point 
out that it is well known that structures as claimed such as houses can be picked up and 
moved, thereby moving all the contents of the house including the claimed "room" or if 
the claimed "accommodation room" was installed in a red cross hospital ship the 
accommodation room would be transportable. Therefore, it is the examiner's position 
that the device of Hood et al. is non-transportable with respect to the vehicle in which it 
is installed while the vehicle is in motion. Regarding "continuous and steady period of 
time" set forth in the claim the device set forth by Hood et al. is capable of being used 
continuously for "hours" several places Ion the specification set forth a time period of 
"two hours". In the absence of any limiting special definition of "continuous and steady 
period of time" the examiner is taking "two hours to be a continuous and steady period 
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of time. Furtfier, the claim is only directed to the subcombination of the 
"accommodation room" and does not include the structure in which the "accommodation 
room" is to be installed. 

Claim 2 - temperature is sensed, column 22, lines 39-52. 

Claim 3 - the system is a closed loop system, column 25, lines 1-20. 

Claims 4 and 5 - the biosensors are connected to a control device via a radio 
link, applicant's attention is invited to element -81 7-. 

Claim 6 - the humidity of the O2 content is considered to be a composition of 
fluidic media. 

Claim 7 - pressure in the chamber is controlled, column 10, lines 30-45. 
Claim 8 - acoustic and light is controlled, column 22, lines 39-52. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Guiles, Jr. (5,538,471) in view of Hood et al (5,975,081). 

Guiles teaches an accommodation room including a living unit -14- and a control 
device -68-. The room of Guiles is to be installed health care facility. Guiles does not 
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teach biosensors to detect body parameters or controlling climate and ambient 
conditions based on the body parameters detected by said biosensors. The 
accommodation room can be a positive or negative isolation unit depending on what 
parties are to be protected by the unit. Hood et al. teaches a positive or negative 
pressure isolation unit including biosensors and a control system using the sensed 
values from the sensors to control the climate and ambient conditions in the isolation 
unit. Hood et al sets forth the limitations in the claims as follows. 

Claim 2 - temperature is sensed, column 22, lines 39-52. 

Claim 3 - the system is a closed loop system, column 25, lines 1-20. 

Claims 4 and 5 - the biosensors are connected to a control device via a radio 
link, applicant's attention is invited to element -81 7-. 

Claim 6 - the humidity of the O2 content is considered to be a composition of 
fluidic media. 

Claim 7 - pressure in the chamber is controlled, column 10, lines 30-45. 

Claim 8 - acoustic and light is controlled, column 22, lines 39-52. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to Include the biosensors and control system of Hood et al with the 
isolation unit of Guiles to provide the advantages of a control system that regulates 
operation of the medical devices without need for operator intervention thereby 
minimizing the attention required by care givers and therefore allowing a number of care 
givers to provide care to more patients, column 5, lines 19-21 and column 21 lines 49- 
54. The system further maximizes the effectiveness of the therapies to be provided by 
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providing them at the earliest possible moment based upon the detected values from 
the biosensors without the need for caregiver intervention. 

Response to Arguments 

The applicant has argued that the claimed invention is for installation in a variety 
of places while the device of Hood is not. It is the examiner's position that the device of 
Hood is installed in a plurality of vehicles using standard NATO mounts and is capable 
of being installed in any of the places set forth in the claim. 

The applicant argues that "room" is limited to definition 3a (a partitioned part of 
the inside of a building) on page 1023 of Websters Ninth New Collegiate Dictionary, 
provided by the examiner. The specification sets forth no limiting special definition for 
the term "room" further, the examiner has previously set forth that the term room should 
be considered to be its broadest reasonable interpretation which was set forth as 
definition 1 (an extent of space occupied by or sufficient or available for something) of 
room as provided by the examiner. The applicant has provided no evidence or 
convincing arguments that the tem room should limited beyond the broad definition as 
set forth by the examiner. Further, looking to the applicant's specification the applicant 
sets forth a variety of names for the device including "chamber", "climate chamber", 
"climate-controlled chamber" and "room" however, "accommodation room" has never 
been set forth, therefore the examiner believes that the term "accommodation room" 
should be defined by its broadest reasonable interpretation include all the embodiments 
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(names) set forth in the specification and should not be limited to being "a partitioned 
part of the inside of a building". 

The applicant also argues that the device of Hood et al is not "installed but 
merely "placed". The applicant argues that "installation" includes to set up and make 
something ready for use. The examiner believes that the "to be installed" language 
included in the claim Is directed to intended use limitations and does not impart any 
structural limitations to the claimed invention, therefore the device of Hood et al only has 
to be capable of performing the recited intended use limitation. It is the examiner's 
position that the device of Hood et al is "installed" into the vehicle in which it is to be 
used by the step of connecting it to the NATO mounts as described. Further, the device 
is inherently made ready for use when it is installed if a patient is present in the 
enclosure. Therefore the examiner considers the device of Hood et al to be installed. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Samuel G. Gilbert whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4725. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 6:30-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. All Imam can be reached on 571-272-4737. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). /] /I / 
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